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DETAILED ACTION 

Examiner acknowledges receipt of the RCE filed with the amendment on 
1/19/07. Currently, claims 44-49 and 52-60 are examined in this office action, 
claims 8-16, 18-21 and 38-40 are withdrawn from consideration, and claims 8-16, 
18-21, 38-40, 44-49 and 52-60 are pending in the application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. i 

2. Claims 44-49 and 52-60 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lipps et al (US 5,741,182) in view of Fenner et al (US 
5,009,501) and Suzuki et al (US 6,227,968). 

Re claim 44: Lipps discloses a game apparatus operated by a motion of a , 
game player, comprising an operation device 4 (Fig. 1) to be operated by the game 
player; a position detector detecting light from the bat (col. 1, lines 45-47 and col. 2, 
lines 56-58) at a plurality of positions (Fig. 2; ref 47); and a display unit 3 (Fig. 1) 
for issuing a prescribed operation to a game player and determining correctness of 
player device operation (col. 3, lines 5-12). Lipps does not disclose capturing 
successive spatial positions of an operation device to create a trace of the operation 
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device movements. Fenner discloses a remotely controllable position indicator 
system that uses light emitters and detectors to determine movement and 
orientation of objects (Abstract). Fenner discloses the system as a remotely hand 
held implement (col. 1, lines 22-23) with transmitter and receiver pairs to form a 1 
number of planes used to determine 3-D spatial reference with respect to the hand 
held implements (col. 1, lines 59-67 and col. 2, lines 37-48). Thus Fenner discloses 
that successive spatial positions are used to detect the movement of the operation 
device. Fenner envisions the system to be used for a plurality of applications such 
as detecting relative locations of players in a game and for interacting with images 
on a video screen (col. 1, lines 1-20). One would be motivated to use the 3-D spatial 
detection system taught by Fenner because such a system can increase the 
accuracy of the position detection system thus providing a player with better i 
simulation and analysis of player performance (Lipps, col. 1, lines 25-55). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Lipps to use the 3-D spatial detection system 
taught by Fenner so that an increase in detection accuracy can provide better game 
simulation and analysis for a player. Further, Lipps in view of Fenner does not 
disclose a command mark with a command of a specific operation. However, Suzuki 
teaches a game machine including a display unit for displaying game displays 

opposed to the game player (Fig. 2), the display unit is configured to display a first 

I I 

command mark Ml (Fig. 8) on a display screen, which is blown out from a single 
prescribed appearance position S1-S4 (Fig. 8) in accordance with a rhythm of 
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music, and moves from the single prescribed appearance position to a first position 
(e.g. left position) of a plurality of prescribed disappearance positions (Figs. 7-9), i 
and is drawn into the first position (e.g. left position), in order to display a first 
command (e.g. stepping left) to be carried out, the display unit is configured to ! 
display a second command mark M2 (Fig. 8) on the display screen, which is blown 
out from the single prescribed appearance position S1-S4 (Fig. 8) to a second 
position (e.g. right position in Fig. 8) of a plurality of prescribed disappearance 
positions (Figs. 7-9), and is drawn into the second position (e.g. right position), in| 
order to display a second command (e.g. stepping right) to be carried out, the first 
position (e.g. left position) and the second position (e.g. right position) being 
different from each other and the first command (e.g. stepping left) and the second 
command (e.g. stepping right) being different from each other. Suzuki further j 
teaches that musical rhythm is integrated with the game command marks, where 
the commands indicate a position a player needs to take (col. 16, line 9 through col. 
17, line 8). Lipps in view of Fenner and Suzuki are related as game machines 
capturing moves of a user, wherein game computer judges move correctness. It 

; : i 

would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Lipps in view of Fenner and include a specific command 
operation with the command mark taught by Suzuki so that a player attempting to 
associate correct moves with specific pitches can be told what type of pitches was 

i 

t • i 

i 

being displayed. 

Re claims 45-49: since claims 45-49 disclose the same subject matter cited 
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in claim 44 , claims 45-49 are similarly rejected as explained in claim 44 above. ; 

Re claim 52: since claim 52 discloses the same subject matter cited in claim 
44, claim 52 is similarly rejected as explained in claim 44 above. Further, since 

Lipps discloses including a game machine 1 (Fig. 2) in the game system (col. 3, lines 

I 

13-17; and col. 6, line 4), Lipps obviously encompasses including a control unit for 
controlling a game as claimed. 

Re claims 53-55: since claims 53-55 disclose the same subject matter cited 
in claim 44, claims 53-55 are similarly rejected as explained in claim 44 above. 

Re claim 56: since claim 56 discloses the same subject matter cited in claim 
44, claim 56 is similarly rejected as explained in claim 44 above. Further, since 
Lipps discloses including a game machine 1 (Fig. 2) in the game system (col. 3, lines 
13-17; and col. 6, line 4), Lipps obviously encompasses including a control unit for 
controlling a game as claimed. j 

Re claim 57: since claim 57 discloses the same subject matter cited in claim 
44, claim 57 is similarly rejected as explained in claim 44 above. 

Re claim 58: since claim 58 discloses the same subject matter cited in claim 
44, claim 58 is similarly rejected as explained in claim 44 above. Further, since ; 

i ; ! 

Lipps discloses including a game machine 1 (Fig. 2) in the game system (col. 3, lines 
13-17; and col. 6, line 4), Lipps obviously encompasses including a control unit for 
controlling a game as claimed. 

Re claim 59: since claim 59 discloses the same subject matter cited in claim 
44, claim 59 is similarly rejected as explained in claim 44 above. Further, since 



i 
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Lipps discloses including a game machine 1 (Fig. 2) in the game system (col. 3, lines 
13-17; and col. 6, line 4), Lipps obviously encompasses including a control unit for 
controlling a game as claimed. 

Re claim 60: since claim 60 discloses the same subject matter cited in claim 
44, claim 60 is similarly rejected as explained in claim 44 above. 

' j 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 1 / 19/07 have been fully considered but they aire 
not persuasive. 

Applicant argues in page 30, last paragraph, through page 33, second 
paragraph, and page 33, last two paragraphs, that Lipps, Fenner and Suzuki fail to 
teach (a) a single prescribed appearance position and a plurality of prescribed 
disappearance positions on a display screen, (b) displays a first command mark on 
the display screen, which is blown out from a single prescribed appearance position 
in accordance with a rhythm of music, moves from the single prescribed 
appearance position to a first position of the prescribed disappearance positions, ; 
and is drawn into the first position, in order to display a first command to be 
carried out; (c) displays a second command mark on the display screen, which is ; 
blown out from the single prescribed appearance position in accordance with a 
rhythm of music, moves from the single prescribed appearance position to a second 
position of the prescribed disappearance positions, and is drawn into the second 
position, in order to display a second command to be carried out; (d) the first ! 
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position and the second position are different from each other; and (e) the first 
command and the second command are different from each other. It is noted that 
Lipps and Fenner do not teach the use of command marks in the manner claimed 
above. However, Suzuki teaches the claimed features from (a) to (e) above. Refer to 
the 35 U.S.C. 103(a) rejections on claim 44 above. 

Applicant argues in page 32, last paragraph, through page 33, lines 1-6, 
Suzuki does not disclose a detection system for detecting at least one object with 
respect to a plurality of positions. However, Fenner teaches the detection system as 
claimed. 

4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Kim T. Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 
272-4441. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 

I 

8:30AM to 5:OOPM ET. : ! 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Xuan Thai, can be reached on (571) 272-7147. The central 
official fax number is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gpv. 
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